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DXOMJTS

An;oc/oberA1992 amendiient to theMi Traffic Mahngement
Commaind'.s Freight Traffic RUlesjPuflicati'on'lA, whichA---
di'scontinued'the practice of shippingDepartmeint ofDedfense
Unique Comniddities anfdself-prdpelled vehicles aes Frihght
,All Kinds (FAK), cainnot-be applied tetttroa6ively to6;allow a
carrier tofcharge higher fates for shipment's in diitember
1990, despise the amendment'ssApril-24,. 1990,i-efficeive
date, However, under our'pribr decision Ti StatEMtri6er
Transit COfianv B-254372 t l., July 15, 1994, when the
self-propelled vehicle transported is a wheeled vehicle, FAX
rates do not apply because MTMC's letter to the carrier
industry dated April 24, 1990, had stated that MTMC no
longer would route wheeled vehicles as FAX.

DECIIOM

Ad si.' -' -O-ia,, gn.t.3 . rvfe theTri-State Motor Transit CompanyYrhquests Eiat we review the
settalemerits'6f.'tthie General Services Administratio'n with
respect'-otO sclaims -for additionial charges in Government
Bill oftLadinghtransactions D-0,-650,005 and D-0,711,194. We
remind the 'first transaction to GSA for settlement as
explained below, but we affirm GSA's settlement with respect
to the second transaction.

Both t'r-ansactiorsan'volved September 1990 shipments. Tr-
srdt&~di!E~fd~hatthe-i e{iintAlit s~ FXrates

Uhd: tmrdin~l~y~'j~bil "t -d" t9Eeither
Sti~~A i' 1, Tiia-y'i l~eq< lg'dnoot'!.pply. to ete

bc-a-U eiMi'ltar y ns affi V1 Em Coimir'i& (MTMC) had
ainei'dtiig2ft116 of TtiightXTraffic Rwiles
Publication (MFTRP) lA'in-OcEob6r 1992:M(ritroaicive to April
24, 199 6)'to preclude.-the 'appli'cationof 'FAX ratesitto "self-
piopiti1'd.- vehicles (D-0,650,005) and.lEo other comr6modities
for whficcih-'he Department'of Defense assigned a Unique
CoinmodityjCode (D-0,711,194). Tri-State contends that D-
0,711,194;iInvolved the shipment of engines under DOD Unique
Code 120820 Sub 2 or Sub 3, and the record in D-0,650,005
indicates that the specific commodity was a bridge
transporter of some type.



In our decision Tri-Stat-e Motor Transit Comnanv, B-254372 et
alp, July 15, 1994, we noted that the Military Traffic
Management Command advised the carrier 'industry thateMTMC no
ldngerwould-rotite "wheeled" vehicle shipments as FAK, The
bridge transporter was transported after April 23, ,990, but
we do not know whether it was a wheeled vehicle. If it was
a wheeled vehicle, B-254372 et j^ is dispositive of this
Tri-State claim for. the reasons stated in the decision,
This claim is remanded to GSA for settlement in accordance
with our decision B-254372 et al.

The-atuIu a lsituationin'D-0,7131,i43s-Ssimilarto the one
we: SoPsidered in our decision TrizState Motor Transit
cdrifitYiV, B-255630, 1-256081 and B-256873, Aug. 18, 1994; our
decision is dispositive of this Tri-State claim for the
reasons stated in the decision, In that decision we ncted
thatWthe 1992 amendient was the first time that MTMC
6nnourced a policy change; there had been no prior
communication in that respect. This is in contrast to the
policy change concerning wheeled vehicles which was
announced prior to the issuance of the amendment to the
Freight Traffic Rules. We affirm GSA's settlement of thls
claim.
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